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1 . This written opinion is the 

2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

I ^1 Basis of the opinion 

II Q Priority 

III |X | Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

IV \ ^ Lack of unity of invention 

V fx~l Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

■ citations and explanations supporting such statement 

VI | | Certain documents cited 

VII J^J Certain defects in the international application 
VIII [x | Certain observations on the international application 

3. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion. 

When ? See the time limit indicated above. The applicant may, before the expiration of that time limit, request this Authority 

to grant an extension, see Rule 66.2(d) 
How ? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66.3 

For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9 
Also For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4 

For an examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, seeRule 66.4bis 

For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6 
If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

4. The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 04 DECEMBER 2004 (04.12.2004) 
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I. Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
[X~| the international application as originally filed 
| | the description: 



□ 



pages 

pages 

pages 

the claims: 

pages 

pages 



^as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



, as originally filed 



, as amended (together with any statment) under Article 1 9 
— , filed with the demand 



pages 



, filed with the letter of 



| | the drawings: 

pages 

pages 

pages 



, a s originally filed 
^ filed with the demand 



^Jlled with the letter of 



| | the sequence listing part of the description: 



^as originally filed 



pages 
pages 



, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in which 
the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language English whicn is 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
[X~l the language of publication of the international application(under Rule 48.3(b)). 

|—| the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 and/ 
^ or 55.3). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the written opinion was 
drawn on the basis of the sequence listing: 
[~] contained inthe international application in printed form. 

filed together with the international application in computer readable form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form 

The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international applicationas as filed has been furinshed. 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the wntten sequence l.stmg has 
been furnished. 



□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 



□ 



The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

the description, pages 

| | the claims, Nos. 



5. 



□ 



[ | the drawings,sheet/fig__ 

This opinion has been drawn as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box(Rule 70.2(c)). 



* Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 
in this opinion as "originally filed" 
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III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non obvious), or to be 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 



[ j the entire international application, 
[ [ claims Nos. 



0 



because: 

the said international application, or the said claims Nos. 15-19 



relate to the following subject matter which does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

The subject-matter of claims 15-19 does not require an international preliminary examination with respect ot industrial 
applicability as it is directed to a method for treatment of the human or animal body by therapy(Article 34(4Xa)(i), Rule 
67.1(iv)). 



I I the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 
■ — * are so unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



the claims, or said claims Nos. [ a re so inadequately supported 

the description that no meaningful opinion could be formed. 



□ 5 

| | no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 



2. A written opinion cannot be drawn due to the failure of the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequencelisting to comply with the standard 
provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 



| | the written form has not been furniahed or does not comply with the standard. 

[ | the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 
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[Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement ^ _ 



I 1. Statement YES 

I Novelty (N) Claims 

Claims 

| o in YES 

i Inventive step (IS) Claims 

Claims '- 2 - 4 - 9 - 11 - 14 *° 

YES 

Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 

NO 

i Claims , — 

I 2. Citations and explanations 

D1: FEBS LETTERS, vol.499, pp. 82-6 

02: Journal of Neurochemistry. vol .75, no.3, pp. 1053-9(not cited in the search report) 
03: KR 1044801 A 
04: US 6403111 
05: EP667853 B 
06: US 6372236 

07: Cellular and molecular biology. 2000. vol.46, no.1. pp.111-9(not cited in the 
search report) 

DIOIIte ElS^SIlcJa N-OtAHUfflS^SUcJOl Chinese hamster ovary(CHO) cellOII MM 
I AHMaoi ?X°0\ £* phospholipase DSI SSi BISttCKa :>inSOI SIC*. 

DZOIfe phosphol ipase D£| SSS «W»B H202S *£B O^SAI-* a»8MI BIHaM 

osoiife ei¥£& ^sisis/d *8tt ofrMmst N-ouiiMois^aM aeomiH *£>o 
^ixheich SID. 

04011- S0II CHS S«l£* ^ HIS-SUcJS feS *S«I« »** 

te &ao« CH6H 31111901 2iP. 

osoiife eis^sjucJS *iaoK>i£2i «i4»aa oia s^mfe asgs^soii choh 
^ixhsoi sia. 

060111= ElM^SUcJS S^mfe skin care composition Oil CH8H JIXHSCH SACK 
D70 ||fe H|E1°JD3, l^Aia^lS SOI HaEltAKMSW 0IS£A|-« ftttfiM Si 
Q. 
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VIII. Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully 
supported by the description, are made: 

WW 71 *| « "CLA-phytosphingosine(CLA-PSrSr^ -8"<H^ ^S^M =L*&QS- 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 



Continuation of: 

1. Novelty 

2. Inventive Step 

(1) claims 1,2,8,9 

-S^W-Dl^fe 3) Jl^l °1 phospholipase D^J SH^-i: 

^H^rfji 7l*f|5M © o>$£Al^l- -8-^-^ mechanism^- %o)z}ji 7] 1ft 
3<H Sa^lfe^m^fe^^^ ^-S^^r *r°l3M Sl^^ism,D2^ phospholipase D 
^ ^SAl^7>^7V^aI 7l7gS|<H 5£<H D2^^ JL^ N _oy 

13 *] ^3734] 1,2,8.9** *^7f7>Dl,D2S^ -8-0I ^>7fl t^t^r^^^J 

(2) claims 4-7, 11-14 

description^ -HS. 71*1 SM *Hl*lH3. a^£>^8 *1* ««r<H| ^**V^ 

*H &t}Jl * ^ & *.il^. claims 4-7, 1 M4*£ D1,D2°H ^^°] °l^cj-. 

(3) claims 3,10 

*««^S ^ ^^T^fl *fl3* 5 10** JiAl -fj-^Sflofl D3 SE^r S*l 3.^21** ^7} 

S.^-rV^^l-^ t^°14D7i wlEf^l D3, ^1S^*-S"°1 ?fl^^>olH^l a^S-M^ 
• ■fr**^^^ 0 ! $1°1 ^7}^ Dl,D7S.-?-Bj claims 3,10^ T4«H?4 e^9°l Sl^-H* 
^S*^ *l***8-8-M*S**ll ^^^^jL5if7>il^rJ1^^5l^(S4^-ul),^-7l ^^*lr* ^^^1 

3. Industrial Applicability 
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